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Legislature only;) and that no tribunal! can annul such,
marriage, and declare the same fo be void, after the death
of either or both of the pariies. : .

The case has been remanded by the Court of Appeils g
to the Court of Chancery, to carry int> execution the §
principles settled by the former court. Under the exist. |
ing laws and rules oi practice, neither the Court of
Chascery or the Court of Appeals, can revise or recon
sider their present subsisting judgment, but the Chance. |
ry Court must confine itself to carryizg out the deeree J8
of the Appellate Court; and the latter, when the cases T

ain goés to that iribupal, must revise only such acts f HER
the Chancellor as may or shall have taken place sine tic

the cause was remanded. It is not certain that the defen-
daiits, (Margaret Moore and others,) can file a bill of re
view, or any proceeding of that nature in the Chaneery J
Court, upen evidence discovered. since the passage of the |
~“decree by the Court of Appeals, for the purpose of re- |
openi' g 11,50 as to bringup a second time, the consider- §
ation of the priuciples decided by that court.  And if this JEEE
proceeding be ins jtuted at all, it cannot be done. until the JIE
decree shall have been performed by the defendants. In I8
the state of the proceedi: gs in the Chancery Court they
have petitioned the Legistature to pass an act auiboiising -— 3
the Court of Appeals, when the case again gues belre N
them, (o hear auother argument upon its merits; and the SR
principles which they have asserted in then decree— M
"They also state that they have discovered material tesi- §
mony since.the date of that decree, whieh they desire 0 i
bring before the court; and fr this purjose they préj
that they may be permitied to ale a bill of review: A, g
instesd of performing the present decree of the Courtd @
Appeals, to execu e a bond with good security, tobe s §
proved by the Chancellor, for the faithful performantt §

and execution of that decree, if they shall fail in esta
lishing their case upon the bill of review; and thal 10 the §
oantime execution of that decree may be staid. <

" ‘The prayef seems to be predicated upon the mag.niiuue -
of the property effected by the decision, ani the impor- 8
tance, to the whole community, ot the principles asserled §

Ly the court. The validity of a lunatic’s marriage V& g
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presented, for the first lime, for the-counsideralion ot‘ the ¢
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and a most laborious examination of the sources of - wg
brauch of our law, the case was postponed until the pest

term. ~ Six months elapsed; the judges met and consul®
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